policy concerns regarding a specific program will change, making the findings of the evaluation, when they do become available, of little interest.
Recommendation C-5. Congress should authorize a study group to analyze the combined effects of the legislative provisions and executive regulations that control federally funded applied research.
Congress has been dissatisfied with the lack of relevance and timeliness of much evaluation work in education. One of the causes for delay and for irrelevance is the accumulation of rules and regulations governing the relationships between sponsor, researcher, and action site or agency, i.e., the Department of Education, the contractor, and the state/school/student. The whole process of funding and carrying out applied research about social services is severely constrained by these rules and by the operating precedents they have engendered. Almost every provision now on the books or enforced through executive practice may be justified when considered in isolation: to prevent favoritism in contract awards, to protect respondents from a heavy burden of requests for data, to protect the privacy of individuals, to require disclosure of information related to the public business, and so forth. Their combined effect, however, has been to lengthen the time needed for compliance, to increase the costs both within government (through greater investment of staff time) and of extramural contracts and grants, and to discourage whole classes of potential performers from participating. Though laws sometimes specify time limits for procedures (e.g., for OMB clearance of data collection instruments), they are seldom observed in practice.
To date, most of the concern has been with instituting procedures to guard against possible transgressions in initiating and carrying out applied social science research. The trade-offs between the benefits of such safeguards and the obstacles they create to producing
